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The family-group name aptornithidae Bonaparte, 1856 is the valid name for the

family-level taxon containing the genus Aptornis. 1 propose that this name should

also be placed on the Official List.

Comment on the proposed conservation of some mammal generic names first

published in Brisson's (1762) Regnum Animale

(Case 2928: see BZN 51: 135-146, 266-267, 342-348; 52: 78-93, 187-192, 271-275)

Anthea Gentry

c/o The Secretariat, The International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature,

The Natural History Museum, Cromwell Road, London SW75BD, U.K.

I read with great interest the comment (BZN 52: 273-275) by Prof Claude Dupuis,

who has amplified from his own researches details of Brisson's career and works. I

welcome his support for my application, at least as far as the conservation of 1 1 of

Brisson's new generic names is concerned.

Brisson's (1762) publication is described on the title page as 'Editio altera auctior',

but there is no mention of an editor and, notwithstanding Prof Dupuis has mentioned

a couple of textual alterations, little evidence of editing following the first (1756)

publication. A note (Bibliopola lectori) by the publisher, Theodore Haak, to the reader

records that he has omitted the French text of the first edition and reprinted only the

Latin as a convenience to students, so that this work may be more easily carried. He
notes that the taxonomic arrangement of a 'Vir. Cel.' (celebrated man) who teaches in

the Leiden Academy (and who Prof Dupuis has identified as J.N.S. Allamand) has been

followed for the quadrupeds. This presumably refers to the placement of 'Le Lamantin/

Manatus' in Phoca rather than in Odobenus, mentioned by Prof Dupuis, since there

appear to be no other differences from Brisson's original (1756) work. Haak also

records (in translation): 'In this, my edition, are given descriptions of some animals

which the author [Brisson] has not mentioned; but lest these additions, if unsatisfac-

tory, be attributed to him, they are placed between these brackets,
[ ]. Also, a t signifies

that there is material in our museum". The additions amount to some 14 new taxonomic

species but no new generic names. Dupuis has noted that some of the additions derive

from Gmelin (1758, 1760). Others derive from Aldrovandi (1645), Flacourt (1661),

Steller (1751), Juan & Ulloa (1752) and Daubenton (1762). AUamand's name does not

appear on the title page of the (1762) publication nor, to my knowledge, elsewhere in

the work. For this reason, and those given above, I believe that to cite the (1762)

publication as 'Brisson edit Allamand' would be inappropriate.

I share Prof Dupuis's reluctance to reject old and classic works. It was because of

the confusion surrounding the status of Brisson's ( 1 760) Ornithologia, necessitating

three separate rulings over more than 50 years, and my desire to avoid a recurrence

in this case, that I proposed that the (1762) work on mammals be rejected at the same

time as conserving the names in current usage. Placing the Regnum Animale on the

Official Index, as a work which did not use binominal names for species, would be in

accord with Article 1 Ic of the Code, whereas placing it on the Official List, as Prof

Dupuis has suggested, would not be. Comments on this case have demonstrated that

the work has de facto been rejected by some authors and my proposal has been

endorsed by others.
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The ruling on Brisson"s (1760) Ornithologia was eventually (Direction 105, October

1963) restricted to the generic names listed in his Tabula Synoptica Avium. In the case

of Brisson (1762), the status of each of the mammal generic names used in the work

is so well known, and has been known for so long, that approval by the Commission

of the rejection proposal will result in no unforeseen consequences. Of the 46

names included in the Regnum Aniiuale and set out in Brisson's Tabula Synoptica

Quadrupedum (pp. 12, 13) and Tabula Synoptica Cetaceorum (p. 218), 25 were

published by Linnaeus and are included in the latter's 10th edition (1758) of Systema

Naturae: nine were new names which have long been recognised as junior synonyms

of names published by Linnaeus (1758) (see, for example, Merriam, 1895); and 12

were new names which are currently in use. One of the new names (Odobenus) has

already been conserved and the application seeks to conserve the remaining 1

1

names.

Names included in both the Systema Naturae (Linnaeus, 1758) and Regnum

Animale (Brisson, 1762) are the following:

Balaena
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These synonymies have long been accepted (see also BZN 51: 332 tor TurdigradusI

Bradypus). Brisson's names in this category are not in use and there is no need for

Commission action to deal with them individually. Linnaeus's (1758) names

Monodon and Ovis were placed on the Official List in Opinion 75; the names

Bradypus, Capra and Sorex in Opinion 91; and Lemur in Opinion 122 (January

1931). The type species of all the above were placed on the Official List in Direction

22.

The specific name of Plwlidoius longicaudaius Brisson. 1762 (p. 19) was used by

some authors, in the combination Manis longicaudaia, for the long tailed pangolin of

West Africa (see Meester in Meester & Setzer, 1971. part 4, p. 2). Pocock (1924,

p. 722) designated P. longicaudatus as the type species of the new genus Uromanis,

which is currently treated as a synonym (Corbet & Hill, 1991; Schlitter in Wilson &
Reeder, 1993) or as a subgenus of Manis (Ellerman. Morrison-Scott & Hayman,

1953; Nowak, 1991). Mohr (1961, pp. 9, 10) recorded Brisson"s name as invalid and

used the name Manis teiradactyla (Linnaeus, 1766) for the taxon. The conservation

of the specific name longicaudatus Brisson, 1762 is not proposed.

Rejection of a non-binominal work by the Commission is for nomenclatural

purposes alone and does not imply any criticism of the work or denial of its scientific

or historical significance. If the proposal is approved, Brisson's work would not be

available for his new names other than those individually conserved, thereby

protecting junior synonyms in use, or for nomenclatural acts, but his descriptions

would still serve as indications in rendering available names proposed by later

authors (Article 12b(l) of the Code). I believe that in the case of Brisson (1762)

nomenclatural rejection of the work at the same time as conserving the 1 1 new names

in use will give a clear and unequivocal ruling.

In his comment Dupuis (BZN 52: 274-275) states that Brisson's new generic names

are available from vol. 4 of Chesnaye des Bois's (1759) Diclionnaire raisonne et

universel des animaux. At the end of this there is a section (pp. 593-636) in which

taxonomic arrangements by Linnaeus (various works), Arnault de Nobleville &
Salerne (a continuation of Geoffroy, 1741), Klein (1750, 1751), Brisson (1756),

d'Argenville (1757) and Adanson (1757) are summarised, without either acceptance

or rejection. Chesnaye des Bois ( 1 759, p. v) records: 'J'allois terminer cet Ouvrage par

les Tables synoptiques des diverses classes des animaux, suivant les differentes

methodes de Messieurs Linnaeus, Klein & Brisson ... J'ai consulte tous ces Auteurs,

ainsi que les autres Ecrivains anciens & modernes, pour enrichir I'Histoire des

Animaux'. Brisson's names, among those of many authors, appear throughout

the four volumes of the Diclionnaire but always only for comparion with the

names used for the same taxon by other authors. Neither in the summary

(pp. 625-632) of Brisson's (1756) work nor in the Diclionnaire itself are Brisson's

names adopted as valid. The same is true for the names in the other works mentioned.

In his 'Approbation du Censeur Royal' of Chesnay's work, Guettard (p. 639)

notes: 'Cet Ouvrage est un abrege de ce que les Voyageurs & les Naturalistes ont

dit fur les Quadrupedes, les Oiseaux, les Poissons, les Insectes, &c. On y trouve de

plus les noms que ces animaux portent ou ont porte dans les differens pays oil ils

vivent'.

Thus, Brisson's (1756) names as they are reproduced in Chesnaye des Bois's

(1759) Diclionnaire meet the requirements of Articles llc(i), llg(i) and 12b(i) for
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availability, as noted by Dupuis, but since they are not adopted as valid names for

taxa, do not fulfil the conditions of Articles lid and lld(ii). They are therefore

unavailable from this work. The 1 1 generic names for which conservation is proposed

are first made available in Brisson's (1762) Regimm Animale.

I do not agree with Dr M. Wolsan (BZN 52: 272-273) that some only of the generic

names need be attributed to Brisson (1762). 1 support the view expressed by many

previous commentators on this case (for example, W.F.H. Ansell, G.B. Corbet, M.R.

Dawson, V. Falbusch, C.P. Groves, K. Heissig, J.E. Hill, D. Kock, H. Mayr, P.A.

Morris, F. Petter, G. Rossner, B. Sige, N. Sivasothi, A. Turner and D.W. Yalden)

that, since Brisson was the first authority to recognise and name the 12 taxa, the

names for all these genera should be attributed to his authorship. It would be

anomalous and inconsistent to adopt his authorship for some but not others of his

names. A number of commentators have noted that there is no viable alternative for

the name Tragiilus.

1 believe that my application for the conservation of Brisson's 1 1 generic names in

current use, at the same time rejecting the (1762) work, should stand. Of the 51

authors who have so far commented on this application, 43 support this view.
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